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PRISMA Flow Diagram for the scoping review process 
adapted from the PRISMA statement by Moher and 
colleagues (2009). 
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Additional records identified 
through other sources 

(n = 380) 

Records after duplicates removed 
(n = 1386) 

Records screened 
(n = 1386) 

Records excluded 
(n = 1255) 

Full-text articles assessed 
for eligibility 

(n = 131) 

Full-text articles excluded, with 
reasons (n = 87) 

Arts used as research method only 
(n = 17) 
Intervention occurred 
internationally (n = 15) 
No arts-based 
intervention/program (n = 14) 
No well-being outcomes (n = 13) 
Intervention took place inside a 
health facility (n = 7) 
Protocol for a study/No study 
completed (n = 7) 
Could not locate full text (n = 5) 
Not a credible source (n = 3) 
Intervention did not address well-
being (n = 2) 
Case study (n = 2) 
Review (n = 1) 
Wrong timeframe (published 
before August 1, 2013) (n = 1) 
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(n = 44) 
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